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"~/ Begotiations in Geneva are alive and well. ;
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~idata-wrangles. Although. the regotiations’ are barely two-

wmonths old -(discounting. the= Christmas recess),:complete..
¢ arms control proposals havealreadybeen exchanged..-; - ~7
2 This has been achieved despite the East-West confronta-
tion over Polish repression; and despite the Poland-triggered-.
“postponement in setting a date for opening the longer range -
. Strategic.arms reduction talks'(START, née strategic arms

~ limitation talks or SALT) =7 ¥55:% 4 54 A ehm
%% oIt also makes clear that the American-hawks who wanted- g

» to-drop-all talks’ with, tthussians.éfter'POIish_martial law.:
swas declared have not prevailed jr phe; Reagan-administra- "
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3% Secretary.of State Alexander M:Haig Jr

=But he has not retreated from his observation

=ber that nuclear arms control falls in anurgent.special cate~-
_gory of contacts that should not be broken off,at least at the-
~present stage of events in Poland rrrizsey=s amoideaongerte s
2% This reasoning also extends: tacitly:to the: START talks”

sthat-were tentatively: scheduled. to begin-iz'.

“early April. Because of Poland,; Mr. Haig refused toset a date, {
xfor their.opening at his Jan:.27 meeting with Soviet Foreign:*:
- Minister Andret Gromyko. But indications are that tixepﬁgi—_’:,_;_

‘Round 1 of the two superpowers’ public exc s on
‘clear arms control is a standoft; Both Moscow-and Washing-'|
ton have stuck to their opening; conflicting pesitions 5- éssen-
i es;ieé;ially-,—West»Enropean)':'
- .But behind the public skirmishing, the real arms control:
2. Indeed; the two teams in the intermediate range”
~armis’control talks '(INF) have gotten down to the substance.|.
5 of the bargaining remarkably. fast;: without. p

has-made blis=;
+ tering indictments of-the Polishrrepression.:He.has warned. |
}that it'casts-a dark shadow-over:-arms contro} negotiations_*
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;2 - Haig has emphasized that prepatations for START are: |

*continuing:> And- reports: fronr:Washingtor
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‘bureaucracy there is intensively vetting three
alternatives before making the tinal choice of .
the initial American -position on strategic |
limitaﬁons. .. ;, -r‘ ) - w:" ::.- Lty
i<'-Meanwhile;: Western ‘intelligence figures
“show 3 Continning an “more rapi up In
JIheSoviet Union's mobile, 5,000-km range, $$-
-20-myssiles over the past yearthan bad been-

T T R -

sources, US estimates for mid-Febiudry show |

5520 program.~Eich. center- cogtains: nine-

. ¥ This means that Western in
-coun

~ ‘tween the two'sides in theit“cou

projected earlier. According to well-informed-

:32deployment centers as completed, With five
_more centers apparentlyplanned in the entire.

Pt

' stern intelligence now
20 launchers than a year|-
: ent rate of one every four
“days--The-previous. Western - estimate -had
"been one new deployment évery fivedays. < -
‘3 With three warheads per;missile the-total |-
‘number of warheads on the 288 deployed SS-20
issilesis now-864. The rule of thumb caleula-] -
tion that two-thirds.of these are targeted on| .
Western Europethus yields a-E

L OF 576055310 R ol bk Spa By
**~Together with the 309 remaining older So-
viet SS-4s and SS-5s, this adds up to-876 Soviet

more

A

missile warheads currently targeted on West-|

ern Europe. By: comparison the NATO allies
curgently-have- only: 162 British -and French
(and no:American intermediate range) mis-
silewarheads targeted onthe Soviet Union,- .|

-

#3:NATO -plans~for. mid-1980s deployment

-would add.572 American.NATO missile war-!

heads to this number: But this would still keep |
NATO below, Warsaw: Pact figures at 734 to|

* 876,/even if: the-Soviet-Uniom retires its SS4"

dSS-5 wazheads (as it has not-doneso far) |
atthe same rate thatitdeploys new SS-20s.:7:.)

¥2In this context the current state'of playin’

‘the: ongoing. European-nuelear:arms:contro} -

ltalks in Geneva shows these main difterences . -
Jbetween theAmerican and Soviet sidesi?’,
25571. Data base st aarsr g A v koo

uThe-two: lidestare: fairly“close’ i their

Counts of Soviet missiles targeted on Western |
Europe and-NATO-missiles targeted on the .
{Warsaw Pact. There is amabyss; however, be- |

2. int of nuclear
aireraft. - omt o— ey S SR i e S e

~.The_Soviet .Union: claims. a .rou . total

equality of athousand intermediate rangenus; .

tlear missiles ahd aircrafton both sidesin the !
-European: theater:; The; West;". by-contrast:

clals a4 576:162 supecloriy in Sovtet missile |

»

Superiority-in the fotal Equlvalent “alreratt?

“and missile warheads;;-;;':*;‘:;-;:zzza'.‘-s:-:e'?-r.iii;”c}

- ‘warheads over NATO /6r 22,956 to 931 Savjet:
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